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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are sumnnarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
PAT 6,278,993 to Kumar et al. (Kumar). 

As to claims 1 ,32,34,38,42, Kumar discloses a method and system for assisting a 
user to query for information over the Internet (title), checking a local database (29), if 
the local database contains at least one match, extracting the data and accepting a 
selection input (col 16, lines 51-52), determining the location and whether the local 
database has cached product information relating to the one product within a specified 
time limit (before the request), if the local database has not cached the information, 
searching the Internet (col 16, lines 63-67), displaying the results in HTML (inherent as 
that is how browsers read information) wherein the user may locate the at least one 
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available offering (66, fig 3). The system would be performed by servers as these are 
how computers interface with the Internet. 

As to claims 2,35, Kumar discloses the user using a user interface (69, as best 
seen in fig 4). 

As to claim 3, Kumar does not specifically mention the user query as being one 
of a book title, author, music title or artist. It is very well known in the art to buy books 
and music over the Internet, and further, Kumar discloses the system as querying 
Amazon.com (col 15, lines 5-52), a well-known, Internet book-seller. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious for the query to be one of a book title, author, music title or artist as 
these are useful in finding music or books that a user might like. 

As to claim 4, Kumar does not, however, teach the time limit as depending on 
Internet congestion and use of the available website. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to use these factors as it is well known for the Internet in 
general and certain websites in particular to be slower during times of greater use and 
this would slow down the process. 

As to claims 5,37,39, Kumar discloses a summary of all information about the 
webpage (col 19, lines 35-40), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to include elapsed time since the page was cached so the user could tell if the data 
is current. 

As to claims 6,37 It is very well known in the art to give users "override input" in 
order to allow the users to change their minds, therefore, it would have been obvious to 
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one of ordinary skill in the art to give the user "override input" to allow them change their 
search. 

As to claim 7, Kumar discloses receiving a request to poll assigned websites (col 
17, lines 45-48), analyzing the HTML structure of the website (col 19, lines 36-40), 
determining a location of the product information (inherent in that the data is stored, 
analyzed and presented), extracting product information and transmitting it (col 19, lines 
7-9). 

As to claim 8, Kumar discloses using a search function to address and check the 
website (title). 

As to claim 9, it is inherent that the request is transmitted as Kumar discloses the 
request as being received. 

As to claims 10,13 Kumar discloses receiving the information and displaying it in 
HTML format (col 18, lines 38-45). 

As to claims 1 1 ,14,40,41 it is very well known in the art to arrange prices in order. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to arrange prices 
in order from lowest to highest to allow the user to have the information in a more 
usable format. 

As to claims 12,15, the information is shown as having a URL (Inherent in that 
webpages are sent). 

As to claim 16, it is inherent that the information is promotional in nature as it is 
shown to for products or services. 



Application/Control Number: 09/931 ,626 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3629 

As to claim 17,43, it is inherent that a web browser utilizes HTML as this is how 
websites are read by browsers and the system is a search function (title). 

As to claim 18, Kumar discloses retrieving data at agreed upon times (col 18, 
lines 38-40). 

As to claims 19,44, the link is inherently an HTML link as this is how browsers 
read sites. 

As to claims 20,45, it is very well known in the art to computer systems to be 
secure, therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use a 
secure area to ensure that user's data is not stolen. 

As to claims 21 , Kumar discloses storing the data in a local database (89). 

As to claim 22, Kumar discloses accepting user input to display the website (col 
18, lines 44-45), accumulating a specified number of results for each websites (the hits 
at that website), consisting of promotional information associated with the website (col 
18, lines 31-32), and generating a display (col 18, lines 43-45). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include a time and date stamp so the user 
could tell if the data is current. 

As to claim 23, the exact number or results would be considered to be an 
obvious matter of design choice and therefore, not patentably distinct. 

As to claim 24,46, Kumar discloses caching the information (col 15, lines 62-67). 

As to claims 25,47 it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to check if 
the data is defective as this could be a virus which could damage computers, Kumar is 
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shown to poll the website whether the data is defective or not and further, discloses 
checking the websites to ensure the data is the sanne (col 16, lines 63-67). 

As to claims 26,48 it would be inherent to use HTML as this is how browsers 
read the information on websites and, as previously discussed, stores it in the database. 

As to claim 27, Kumar discloses searching based on descriptive data (col 16, 
lines 557-60). 

As to claims 28, 49, Kumar would check low-reliability links and, as the data is 
presented to the user, it would be inherent that it is checked to ensure that it meets the 
user's requirements. 

As to claims 29,50, Kumar does not specifically mention the user query as being 
one of a book title, author, music title or artist. It is very well known in the art to buy 
books and music over the Internet, and further, Kumar discloses the system as querying 
Amazon.com (col 15, lines 5-52), a well-known, Internet book-seller. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious for the query to be one of a book title, author, music title or artist as 
these are useful in finding music or books that a user might like and, as discussed 
above, Kumar discloses checking the cached statistics with the actual ones on the 
website. 

As to claim 30, Kumar discloses a human editorial crew (97,99, 101 as best seen 
in fig 5) 

As to claim 31 , it would be inherent that the data would not be compiled if it was 
for an incorrect product and further, would include product title (as this is how it would 
be searched) and link to other websites (col 1 6, lines 51 -55). Kumar does not. however, 
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teach using a standard industry identification number. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to use an ID number to ensure that the proper item is 
displayed. 

As to claim 33, the user machine would be the user's computer, the network 
would be the Internet. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's amendment and arguments, filed 4/7/06, with respect to the rejection 
under 35 USC 101 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejection under 
35 USC 101 has been withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments filed 4/7/06 with respect to the rejection under 35 USC 103 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant has noted that the 
prior art does not include each and every limitation. The examiner does not dispute this, 
rather, the examiner's position is that the non-recited aspects are either inherent or 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, as discussed in the above rejection, and as 
such, necessitated a rejection under 35 USC 103. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Fisher whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6804. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:30am-5:00pm alt Fri. off. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Patent Examiner 
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